C(»VIDKNIXAL 


5/27/75 


Dear 

1 had a long talk today with tha man who is responsible for CSS* order for 
WBXXEWASH IV. He ia an underling but one of the better infoived reporters on the 
subject of the J7S aaaaaslnation. Boger J'ineiBan. I expect to hear from hita again 
next week. 

On bis own he is preparing a Moe to go upward through ohannela. He wanted to 
oheck parts of it out through m. 1 was ULont and honest with his. I also told him 
much in confidence. I taped my end only. 

Les Hidgely, who is responsible for the 1967 Tideowhltewash, is aware of W IV. 

There is an uneasy feeling fairly high up in CBS over that 1967 whoredom. 

^lere also have been sporadlo CBS efforts to go out on their own and do some 
reohsoklng. Hot surpri8ingly» these efforts have yielded nothing. This man ooi> 
reotly understands and volunteered that the subject requires more than reportorial 
expertise. 

Be is uncertain of liidgely's inner feelings beouaee M. holds them close. 

However, 1967 seems to weigh heavily and there seems to be what cpuld be 
Oslled consciences. 

^ne of those, youid never guess, on our side, is ^nghe a Rudd. He interviewed 
Dallaa doctors, but on film the^t was overexposed and ironed by the local affiliate 
when they procsseed it. But he redal^s what they said. Naturally what they said is 
other than what the 'Commission did. TUs guy is certain that for them the key is 
in front^neok wound and the magio bullet. X told him that my work on both is quits 
definitive. And available, subject to ay proposal to Playboy. 

He is quite a perceptive guy. He wanted to aak me especially about the autopsy, 
on whloh he fixed independently. Tljeu he wanted to ask me about Huiies* call to 
BUlas and I discussed it with him. Vhen I said there ia a more important doctor 
jtou did not mention he came back promptly with the right name. Carrico. I then told 
him 1 had interviewed both plus having all the beoessary documentation first. 

We talked aoout 45 minutes. I think it would bo wron.:; to take too much frfflu 
this, ^t is a sign. How it ia no more amd this ia not a nan of Ir^luence. 

But i* is a sign* '^onight’s ABC airing may have a good efi’eot on it and the 
posslbllltiea his memo can have. I trdnk it is not impossible that tonight's show 
will be an ice-brtaker and can Initiate some coapatitivc interests. 

We'll see. 

^est. 



